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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 I^ONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may t^e available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

• If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

• If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )I3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 12 June 2006 , 
2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 . 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim{s) 1,2,4.5 and 11-15 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1.2,4.5 and 11-15 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)E The drawing(s) filed on 04 December 2003 is/are: a)^ accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required If the drawing(s) Is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or fomn PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)KI Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)S All b)n Some * c)n None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) [H Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperscn's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) □ Infomiation Disclosure Statement(s) {PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 



4) O Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(syiSAail Date. . 

5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

6) 0 Other: . 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Priority 

1 . Receipt is acl^nowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35. U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

3. Claims 1 , 2, 5, 1 1 , 12, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Applicant's admissions in view of JP 2000-176659 (herein refen'ed to 
as Hideji). 

Applicant admits that motor manufactures very often require there to be particular 
motifs or patterns on lighting and indicating devices. The motifs are provided for 
aesthetic purposes and are obtained by deposition of inks or paint on the component to 
be decorated (see page 1 lines 10-22 of the specification). 

Applicant does not admit that it is known to foma the decorative motif on such 
components by metallizing said component and exposing at least one surface of the 
component to laser radiation. However, Hideji teaches a method of providing motifs to 
a variety of transparent materials (005) by bonding a metallic foil (herein understood to 
read on "metallizing") and carrying out evaporation scattering of the metallic foil with a 
laser marker to obtain the desired motif (005). The laser utilized is preferably a YAG 
laser (0006). The metal layer may also be vacuum deposited (0010). Thus, it would 
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have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to decorate the lighting and indicating devices admitted to by applicant via the process 
taught in Hideji instead of using ink or paint. The motivation for doing so would have 
been to provide said device with the desired aesthetic motif or pattern, as is desired in 
the art. 

With regard to claims 2, 8, and 10, Applicant does not admit nor does Hideji 
teach that "a plurality of surfaces" may be exposed to laser radiation to produce the 
desired motif. Furthemnore, Applicant does not admit nor does Hideji teach that the 
molded lighting and indicating device should be colored. However, Applicant admits 
that said motifs are provided for aesthetic purposes. The court has held that matter 
relating to ornamentation only which have no mechanical function cannot be relied upon 
to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art (MPEP 2144.04). 
Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to expose to laser radiation "a plurality of surfaces" of the molded 
lighting and indicating device taught by the prior art and to color said molded device. 
The motivation for doing so would have been to obtain the desired aesthetic effect. 
4. Claims 4, 13, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Applicants Admissions in view of JP 2000-176659, as applied to claims 1 , 2, 5, 1 1 , 
12, and 14 above, and further in view of Pyburn et al (US 5,614,338). 

Applicant's admissions in view of JP2000-1 76659 is relied upon as above, but 
does not teach the surface of the polymer is modified with respect to color by exposure 
to laser radiation. However, Pyburn teaches a method of providing a graphic on a 
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backlit component such as an illuminated display of an automobile wherein a molded 
plastic is exposed to laser energy to produce substantially opaque resins that form a 
graphic Image (abstract). Said laser is produced by a suitable source such as Nd:YAG 
or carbon dioxide laser (col 2, lines 62-I-). Such a method eliminates the use of 
hazardous such as paints and inks (coi 3, lines 19+). Thus, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to create the 
patterns on lighting and indicating devices by exposing said molded plastic to laser 
radiation. The motivation for doing so would have been to eliminate the use of 
hazardous materials such as paints and inks. 

5. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Applicant's admissions In view of Pybum et al (US 5,614,338). 

Applicant admits that motor manufactures very often require there to be particular 
motifs or patterns on lighting and indicating devices. The motifs are provided for 
aesthetic purposes and are obtained by deposition of inks or paint on the component to 
be decorated (see page 1 lines 10-22 of the specification). 

Applicant does not teach the surface of the polymer is modified with respect to 
color by exposure to laser radiation. However, Pybum teaches a method of providing a 
graphic on a backlit component such as an illuminated display of an automobile wherein 
a molded plastic is exposed to laser energy to produce substantially opaque resins that 
form a graphic image (abstract). Said laser is produced by a suitable source such as 
Nd:YAG or carbon dioxide laser (col 2, lines 62+). Such a method eliminates the use of 
hazardous such as paints and inks (col 3, lines 19+). Thus, it would have been obvious 
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to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to create the 
patterns on lighting and indicating devices by exposing said molded plastic to laser 
radiation. The motivation for doing so would have been to eliminate the use of 
hazardous materials such as paints and inks. 

Response to Argument 
Applicant's arguments filed June 12, 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues the combination of references fails to teach a method of making 
a motif that does not involve the application of paint to said mask. The examiner 
respectfully disagrees. The proposed combinations do not teach a method that involves 
the application of paint. Specifically, Applicant argues that Hideji teaches a paint must 
be utilized after the laser process. The examiner respectfully disagrees. Claim 3 of 
Hideji makes no reference to a paint or protection paint film being required. Neither 
does the embodiment of drawing 6. Thus, applicant's arguments are not persuasive. 

For the reasons noted above, the rejection is maintained. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
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TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry conceming this communication or eariier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin R. Kmer whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1510. The examiner can nonnally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Carol Chaney can be reached on 571-272-1284. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Infomiation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Infomiation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status Information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infomiation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Kevin R. Kruer 

Patent Examiner-Art Unit 1773 



